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1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Comma in a 
scientific unit should be replaced with a period on lines 31-32 of page 1 of the specification. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koppe (US 
Patent No. 5,730,869) in view of Hindstrom et al (US Patent No. 4,981,589) and Radford (US 
Patent No. 3,971,722). Koppe teaches a microporous ceramic filter plate comprising a 
membrane (2, 3) with pore size for application of microfiltration, ultrafiltration, etc. and having a 
recessed area (1) in the interior of filter plate provided with an outlet (6) and hub (7) for 
attaching the filter plate and supporting elements (5) within the interior of the filter plate and the 
ratio between the longest dimension and the shortest dimension of each supporting element 
appears to be within and/or in excess of maximum 1 .5 in the cross-section parallel to the 
filtration surface of the filter plate (see figures 1-3; col. 1, line 58 - col. 4, line 23). Claim 1 
essentially differs fi-om the filter plate of Koppe in reciting that the membrane is positioned on a 
substrate and the ratio between the longest dimension and the shortest dimension of each 
supporting element is a maximum 1.5 in the cross-section parallel to the filtration surface of the 
filter plate. Hindstrom et al teach a microporous ceramic filter plate comprising membrane of 
pore size between 0.1 to 3 microns positioned on a substrate (see figures 1-3; col. 2, line 64 - 
col. 4, line 54). Radford teaches a disk filter plate having a series of baffles (12) of different 
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shapes and sizes, particularly of round shape, located to prevent direct blow-back of filtrate into 
the cavity wherein these baffles accept the wear fi-om any abrasive particles present in the 
filtrate, thereby protecting the interior of cavity itself (see col. 1, lines 4-6; col. 2, lines 33). 
Furthermore, Radford teaches that lugs (5) in round shape (see figure 1) maintain the panels of 
disc filter in their correct spaced relationship whether a negative or positive pressure is applied to 
the interior of the cavity (see col. 1, line 62 - col. 2, line 2). Note that the baffles (12) and lugs 
(5) in round shape (12) (see figure 1) meets the ratio between the longest dimension and the 
shortest dimension of each supporting element within the maximum 1.5 in the cross-section 
parallel to the filtration surface of the filter plate. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to substitute supporting element of round shape for the supporting 
element in the microporous filter plate of Koppe to prevent direct blow-back of filtrate into the 
cavity and accept the wear from any abrasive particles present in the filtrate, thereby protecting 
the interior of cavity itself as well as maintain the panels of disc filter in their correct spaced 
relationship whether a negative or positive pressiire is applied to the interior of the cavity as 
suggested by Radford (see col. 1, lines 4-6; col. 1, line 62 - col. 2, line 2; col. 2, lines 33). 

Regarding claims 2 and 19, see figure 1 of Koppe for supporting elements (5) in the 
recessed area containing 10 to 50% of the total area of the recessed area. 

Regarding claim 3, Koppe teaches that the distance between the supporting elements 
(5.1) is no more than 20 mm (see col. 3, line 64 - col. 4, line 1). 

Regarding claims 4 and 6, Koppe teaches that the supporting element (5) has a curvature 
or angular shape (see figure 2). 

Regarding claims 5 and 7-9, a particular shape of the supporting element is a matter of 
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choice which a person of ordinary skill in the art would have found obvious absent persuasive 
evidence that the particular configuration of the claimed supporting element's shape is 
significant. In re Dailey, 357 F. 2d 669, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1966). 

Regarding claims 10 and 15, Koppe teaches that the supporting element (5) is part of the 
substrate (2, 3) made of ceramic material (see col. 4, lines 5-7). 

Regarding claim 11, Hindstrom et al teach that the mean pore size of the substrate is 4 to 
50 microns for allowing increased flow rate of filtered hquid (see col. 3, lines 37-40, 60-63). 

Regarding claims 12 and 20, Hindstrom et al inherently has the porosity range in the 
substrate of 25 to 80% of the total volume of the substrate absent persuasive evidence. 

Regarding claim 13, Koppe teaches that the membrane and substrate is made of same 
material (see col. 4, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 14, Hindstrom et al that the membrane and substrate is made of different 
material (see col. 3, lines 5-32). 

Regarding claims 16-18, Koppe in view of Hindstrom et al discloses the claimed 
invention except for different materials including sintered metal, plastic material, a carbon based 
material instead of ceramic material used for manufacturing the filter plate. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to select known 
materials used for manufacturing the filter plate, since it has been held to be within the general 
skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the 
intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 
4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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5 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this conmiunication or earlier conmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN KIM whose telephone number is (571)272-1 142. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vickie Kim can be reached on 571-272-0579. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John Kim/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1797 

JK 

4/29/09 



